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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 



A Flag of Conviction: "Don't 
Tread On Me" 

By Matthew Robinson 

Christopher Gadsden's face 
and name may not be immortalized on 
any bill or coin, but this firebrand 
designed a symbol which, even through 
the swirling mists of time, is a reminder 
of the birth of the nation and the spirit 
that carried it to freedom. 

June 14 is Flag Day. On that 
day, of course, we remember the Stars 
and Stripes and the men who fought 
under that banner for freedom. Gadsden 
gave us another great flag, one that flew 
prominently during the American 
Revolution, under which many men 
fought and died. Gadsden's was the 
blazing yellow banner that sports the 
ominous coiled snake and revolutionary 
warning, "Don't Tread on Me." 

Today we don't take the time 
as we once did to remember those iron 
men who fought the Revolution. And, 
worse, we seem to have forgotten the 
principles, energy, and sacrifice they 
poured into defending freedom and the 
rule of law. 

South Carolina's Christopher 
Gadsden is as much a symbol of the 
spirit of the American Revolution as his 
flag. When Parliament passed the 
Stamp Act in 1765, Gadsden helped 
rally opposition to that oppressive law. 
He argued that taxation without 
representation in Parliament violated the 
most basic laws of the English 
constitution and the natural rights of 
citizens. 

The Stamp Act, like many of 
the attempts to control the colonies, 
would set an unlawful precedent. The 
taxes on tea, trade and even paper were 
modest. The real problem, the 
revolutionaries understood, is that the 
Stamp Act laid the groundwork for the 


unlimited and unrepresentative 
expansion of government. It was the thin 
edge of the wedge. 

As John Dickinson wrote, "If 
Parliament succeeds in this attempt, 
other statutes will impose other duties... 
and thus Parliament will levy upon us 
such sums of money as they choose to 
take without any other limitation than 
their pleasure." 

Gadsden was a man of 
principle who understood that 
government, unless held in check, 
grows slowly and inexorably. And a 
government that has no limits, no 
constitutionally drawn boundaries, soon 
becomes the master and the citizens 
become heavily-taxed workers little 
more than slaves. Without 
representation -- the ability to fight for 
their interests -- the colonies would be 
subject to the whim and will of politicians 
ever in search of more revenue and 
swag to grant the "court locusts" who 
buzz around institutions of power 
expecting a handout. 

When the Stamp Act was 
passed the British envoy who was set to 
enforce the new law tried to land in 
Charleston, South Carolina. But 

Gadsden led the Sons of Liberty against 
the tax-collecting functionary. The 

patriots would not let his ship anchor to 
enforce the illegal act. 

Then, the captain of the British 
ship turned back through the mouth of 
the Charleston harbor to anchor at Fort 
Johnson. 

The Sons of Liberty, no doubt 

alcohol-fueled and intoxicated with 

raucous songs of their victory, heard of 
this and decided to show Parliament just 
how much they hated oppressive taxes. 
They traveled to the fort, took it over, 
and aimed the British guns at the Stamp 
Act collector's ship. 


Outmatched and obviously 
outgunned, the captain set to sea never 
to return. Gadsden and his men then 
went home. Through legal channels, the 
patriots continued their resistance to the 
Stamp Act and eventually had it 
overturned. 

Eight years later, America was 
in full rebellion against British rule, 
which had become more capricious and 
still threatened unjust and burdensome 
taxation. It was then that Gadsden 
became a colonel in the Revolutionary 
Army and presented his unique ensign 
as the flag of the Cause. 

The coiled snake might seem a 
strange symbol today. But it was and is 
effective. No American who ever sees it 
forgets — and that's just the kind of 
message the revolutionaries wanted to 
send. 

For those early Americans, the 
rattlesnake had special significance. 
Like liberty, the rattler was found only in 
America. But that wasn't all. That wily 
serpent was usually just a harmless, 
humble creature. But aroused, angered, 
and prodded, first it warned with violent 
rattle then it struck with a deadly bite. 
Gadsden emphasized this by printing 
the legend "Don't Tread On Me" on his 
flag. 

The words swept the nation. It 
became the banner of minutemen 
militias. The Culpepper Minutemen 
chose the coiled snake ready to strike 
and the words from Gadsden's flag, but 
then raised another defiant fist at 
England by adding the words: "Liberty or 
Death." 

At sea, the first flag of the 
Continental Navy carried Gadsden's 
warning, this time with a sea snake 
slithering across the 13 red-and-white 
stripes. 








Early Americans saw the 
tremendous opportunities of a land born 
of liberty where men were free to 
innovate, invent and explore. They could 
reap the rewards of freedom without 
government meddling and were safe 
because they answered to God, family 
and their local communities. 

Most of all, those early 
Americans understood that liberty is 
fragile. To give any distant body of elites 
the power to tax and spend to stay in 
power promises corruption and a 
Leviathan government more interested 
in concentrating power for itself than in 
protecting the rights of its citizens. 

Flag Day may be about the 
Stars and Stripes, a banner that 
symbolizes freedom and justice to 
Americans and the world. But Gadsden 
and his flag are a still a symbol that 
liberty needs friends who can fight for 
the rule of law and principle for the good 
of the generations to come. 

-- Matthew Robinson is the 
1999 Phillips Foundation Journalism 
Fellow and an adjunct fellow of the 
Claremont Institute. 

Why Is D.C. the Murder Capital 
of the U.S.? 

Dear Mr. X, 

Thank you for contacting 
me about the "District of Columbia 
Personal Protection Act" (S. 1414). I 
appreciate hearing from you on this 
issue. 

Home rule and local 
autonomy in the District of Columbia 
are important issues. Prominent among 
these concerns is the best way to 
balance congressional responsibility for 
the District with the desire of 
Washingtonians to have a direct say in 
how the District is governed. The 
Home Rule Act of 1973, which allowed 
for an elected mayor and 13-member 
city council, is the primary mechanism 
through which Congress has provided 
Washingtonians with a limited voice in 
their local government. The mayor is 
granted broad power to appoint officials 
and administer the government, while 
Congress retains control of how the 
District spends its money by subjecting 
the city budget to the congressional 
appropriations process each year. 

There are many honest, 
law-abiding Americans who own guns 
nationwide. These citizens legally 
possess firearms for legitimate 
purposes, and I certainly understand 
the view that legislation should not 
infringe upon their rights. But the 
governing authority of the District of 


Columbia decided in 1976 to restrict 
the registration, purchase, and 
transportation of guns within the 
District. This law survived a challenge 
on Second Amendment grounds in the 
1987 D.C. Court of Appeals case 
Sandidge vs. United States. 

Accordingly, I oppose the 
"District of Columbia Personal 
Protection Act," which would override 
the District of Columbia's authority to 
enact and enforce its own gun control 
legislation. 

Thank you again for 
contacting me. 

Senator Frank Lautenberg [NJ] 

The Brady Bunch Visits 
Wonderland Once Again 

By Erich Pratt 

The Brady Campaign has 
asked us to believe the impossible ... 
yet again. 

Every January, the gun 
control group issues a state report 
card, giving each state a grade on the 
basis of their gun laws. 

But one look at their report 
card reveals that the grades have 
nothing to do with how safe people are 
in the state. In fact the Brady report 
card is somewhat reminiscent of Lewis 
Carroll's classic Alice in Wonderland. 
When Alice doesn't believe the White 
Queen is 101 years old, the Queen 
encourages her to believe the 
impossible. 

Well, the Brady Bunch 
would have us believe many impossible 
things. But here are six for starters. 

First, the group gives 
Vermont a grade of D- because, 
supposedly, the "state's weak laws 
make it too easy for criminals, the 
mentally ill and juveniles to get guns." 

But this statement is 
laughable, for crime in Vermont is 
virtually non-existent. Just last year 
(2003), Vermont earned the Safest 
State in the nation award from the 
Morgan Quitno Press -- a group of 
statisticians who rank each state 
according to its safety record. In fact 
the Green Mountain State has earned 
this "Safest State" award three times in 
the last ten years. 

The real reason the Brady 
Bunch doesn't like the state of Vermont 
is because it has relatively few 
restrictions on firearms. In fact, anyone 
can carry a gun in the state without first 
getting a permit or submitting to a 
government background check. 

Which is why the folks at 
the Brady Campaign also gave Alaska 


a low grade. The Land of the Midnight 
Sun is now following in Vermont's 
footsteps -- having passed a law last 
year allowing citizens to freely carry 
firearms without first obtaining 
government permission. 

The Brady Bunch doesn't 
like this at all. They awarded a D- to 
Alaska - and sentenced the entire 
state to the "time-out chair." 

No, that's no joke. Their 
press release says that Alaska was 
"put in the Time-Out Chair for passing a 
new law that allows people to carry 
concealed handguns without even 
having a permit. Gun violence in the 
state could increase ....'' 

Yeah right. A look around 
the nation shows just the opposite: 
crime dramatically INCREASES in 
places that give criminals a safer 
working environment. Just look at 
Washington, DC, which has seen its 
murder rate increase 51 percent 
after imposing its draconian gun ban 
in 1976. Meanwhile, the murder rate 
decreased 36 percent throughout 
the entire nation during that same 
25-year period. 

There's a lot of "impossible 
things to believe" in this “Report Card". 
But very quickly, here's four more. 

FBI statistics showed last 
year that the states which enjoyed the 
lowest murder rates earned grades of 
D or D- from the Brady Campaign. New 
Hampshire, North Dakota and Maine 
have murder rates that any state or 
country could only dream about. But 
the Brady Bunch suggests that these 
would not be states where you would 
want to live, because they are not 
keeping kids "safe from gun violence." 
Again, these states have the lowest 
murder rates in the country. Doesn't 
that count for anything? 

Finally, the Brady Bunch 

awarded Maryland one of the highest 
grades in the nation (an A-), even 

though they had the second HIGHEST 
murder rate in the nation. 

The White Queen would 

probably have no problem believing 
this Brady Campaign Report Card. At 
least with Alice in Wonderland, Lewis 
Carroll knew he was writing about 

make-believe. - /www.qunowners.org/ 

Help Support the work of 
Gun Owners Alliance! Suggested 
contributions? As an opener, the price 
of a box of ammo ($15-$20). Contribute 
at: 

www.qunownersalliance.com/Join.htm 


In the beginning of change the patriot is a scarce man, brave, hated and scorned. When his cause succeeds, however, the 
timid join him, for then it costs nothing to be a patriot. - Mark Twain 













600 Pieces of Silver 

Homeschooling parents in a 
Canadian province have been ordered 
to stop using religious-based materials 
or other "unofficial" resources when they 
teach their children at home. 

Pamela Nagle, a Christian, is 
one of many angry parents in British 
Columbia who say they will not abide by 
the order, according to the Vancouver 
Sun. 

"They can't tell me what to do 
in my own home," said Nagle, whose 
son is homeschooled but attends a 

public school one day a week. 

Nagle told the paper the 
materials she uses should not matter as 
long as her son's education meets 
British Columbia's standards. 

"I don't like the fact that they 
believe they know what's best for my 
child," she said. 

But Nagle is one of many 
parents lured into the public school 
system by a distance-education 
program, the Sun said. 

Through the program, she 

received about $600, Canadian, from 
the Langley school district in suburban 
Vancouver, which supplements the 
hundreds she spends of her own 

money. 

- WorldNetDaily, April 24, 2004 

Up Against Fanaticism 

By Phil Lucas, Executive Editor, 
Panama City New Herald 

If straight talk of savagery 

offends you, if you believe in ethnic and 
gender diversity but not diversity of 
thought, or if you think there is an 
acceptable gray area between good 
and evil, then turn to the funny pages, 
and take the children, too. This piece is 
not for you. 

We published pictures 
Thursday of burnt American corpses 
hanging from an Iraqi bridge behind a 
mob of grinning Muslims. Some 
readers didn't like it. 

Mothers said it frightened their 
children. A woman who works with 
Muslim physicians thought it might 
offend or endanger them. 

Well, we sure don't want to 
frighten, offend or endanger anybody, 
do we? That's just too much diversity to 
handle. I mean, somebody might get 
hurt. 

We could fill the newspaper 
every morning with mobs of fanatical 
Muslims. They can't get along with their 
neighbors on much of the planet: 
France, Chechnya, Bosnia, Indonesia, 
Spain, Morocco, India, Tunisia, 
Somalia, etc. etc. etc. Can anybody 
name three ongoing world conflicts in 


which Muslims are not involved? 
Today, where there is war, there are 
fanatical Muslims. 

We might quibble about who 
started what conflicts, but look at the 
sheer number of them. One thing is 
sure. Muslim killers started the one we 
are in now when they slaughtered more 
that 3,000 people, including fellow 
Muslims, in New York City. 

Madeleine Albright, the former 
secretary of state and feckless 
appeaser who helped get us into this 
mess, said last week Muslims still 
resent the Crusades. Well, Madam 
Albright, if Westerners were not such a 
forgiving people, we might resent them 
too. 

Let's recap the Crusades. 
Muslims invaded Europe, and when 
they reached sufficient numbers, they 
imposed their intolerant religion upon 
Westerners by force. Christian 
monarchs drove them back and took 
the battle to their homeland. The fight 
lasted a couple of centuries, and we 
bottled them up for 1,000 years. 

Now, a millennium later, 
Muslims have expanded forth again. 
Ask France. Ask England. Ask 
Manhattan. Two-and-a-half years ago 
fanatical Muslims laid siege to us. We 
woke up to the obvious. Our president 
announced it would be a very long war, 
then took the battle to the Islamic 
homeland. Sound familiar? 

Let's consider the concept of a 
"long war." Last time it was 200 years, 
give or take. Anybody catch Lord of the 
Rings ? You know, the good part, the 
part that wasn't fiction, the part that 
drew us to the books and movies 
because it was the truest part: the 
titanic struggle between good and evil, 
between freedom and enslavement, 
between the individual and the state, 
between the celebration of life and the 
worshipping of death. 

That's the fight we are in, and 
it never ends. It just has peaks and 
valleys. 

There may be a silent majority 
of peaceful Muslims - some live here - 
but that did not save 3,000 people in 
the World Trade Center, the million 
gassed and butchered in the Middle 
East, the tens of thousands slain in 
Eastern Europe and Asia, the hundreds 
blown to bits in the West Bank and 
Spain, or the four Americans shot, 
burned and hung like sausage over the 
Euphrates as a fanatical minority of 
Muslims did the joyful dance of death. 

Maybe we are so tolerant, we 
are so bent on "diversity," we are so 
nonjudgmental, we are so wrapped up 
in our six-packs and ballgames that our 
brains have drained to our bulbous 


behinds. Maybe we're so addled on 
Ritalin we wouldn't know which end of a 
gun to hold. Maybe we need a new 
drug advertised on TV every three 
minutes, one that would help us grow a 
backbone. 

It doesn't take a Darwin to 
figure out that in this world the 
smartest, the fastest, the strongest, and 
the most committed always win. No 
exceptions. 

Look at your spouse and 
children. Look at yourself in the mirror. 
Then look at the pictures from the 
paper last Thursday. You better look at 
them. Those are the people out to kill 
you. 

Who do you think will win? 
You? Or them? Think you can take 
your ball and go home and they will 
leave you alone? Read a little history. 
Start with last week, last month, last 
year, and every other year back for half 
a century. Then go back a thousand 
years. Nobody hides from this fight. 

Like it or not, that's the way it 
was and that's the way it is. But many 
Americans don't get it. That's why we 
published those pictures. 

If they jarred you off the sofa, 
if they offended you, if they scared your 
children and sent you into a rage at 
mass murderers or heartless editors, 
then I say, it's a start. 

-- Sunday April 4, 2004 

Webster's Defined 

Webster's Third New 
International Dictionary defines "anti- 
Semitism" as "opposition to Zionism: 
sympathy with opponents of the state 
of Israel". 

Come again? If you or I 
suggest that the Palestinians are 
getting a raw deal under Israeli 
occupation, then we are "anti-Semitic". 
It is only fair, of course, to quote the 
pitiful response of the Webster's official 
publicist, Mr. Arthur Bicknell, who was 
asked to account for this grotesque 
definition. 

"Our job," he responded, "is to 
accurately reflect English as it is 
actually being used. We don't make 
judgement calls; we're not political." 

-- From the Web 

CIA Torture Nothing New 

WASHINGTON - A CIA 
training manual details torture methods 
used against suspected subversives in 
Central America during the 1980s. 

"Human Resource Exploitation 
Training Manual - 1983" was released 
in response to a Freedom of Information 
Act (FOIA) request filed by The Sun on 
May 26, 1994. 




The CIA also declassified a 
Vietnam-era training manual called 
"KUBARK Counterintelligence 

Interrogation -- July 1963," which also 
taught torture and is believed by 
intelligence sources to have been a 
basis for the 1983 manual. 

Human rights abuses by the 
CIA-trained Honduran unit known as 
Battalion 316 were most intense in the 
early 1980s at the height of the Reagan 
administration's war against communism 
in Central America. 

The manual advises an 
interrogator to "manipulate the subject's 
environment, to create unpleasant or 
intolerable situations." 

Florencio Caballero, a former 
member of Battalion 316, said CIA 
instructors taught him to discover what 
his prisoners loved and what they hated. 

"If a person did not like 
cockroaches, then that person might be 
more cooperative if there were 
cockroaches running around the room," 
Caballero said. 

In 1983, Caballero attended a 
CIA "human resources exploitation or 
interrogation course," according to 
declassified testimony by Richard Stolz, 
then-deputy director for operations, 
before the Senate Select Committee on 
Intelligence in June 1988. 

Jose Barrera, a former member 
of Battalion 316 who said he was taught 
interrogation methods by U.S. 
instructors in 1983, recalled using the 
technique of conveying the impression 
that the prisoner's relatives are in 
danger: 

"The first thing we would say is 
that we know your mother, your younger 
brother. And better you cooperate, 
because if you don't, we're going to 
bring them in and rape them and torture 
them and kill them," Barrera said. 

The manual suggests that 
prisoners be deprived of food and sleep, 
and made to maintain rigid positions, 
such as standing at attention for long 
periods. 

Ines Consuelo Murillo, who 
spent 78 days in Battalion 316's secret 
jails, told The Sun that she was given no 
food or water for days, and that to keep 
her from sleeping, one of her captors 
entered her room every 10 minutes and 
poured water over her head. 

"The course consisted of three 
weeks of classroom instruction followed 
by two weeks of practical exercises, 
which included the questioning of actual 
prisoners by the students. 

"Physical abuse or other 
degrading treatment was rejected, not 
only because it is wrong, but because it 
has historically proven to be ineffective," 
it said. 


Beyond that reference, CIA 
spokesman Mark Mansfield said only: 
"There are still aspects of the review 
process that need to be completed. For 
that reason, it would not be appropriate 
to comment." 

He was referring to an internal 
CIA investigation ordered in 1995, after 
publication of The Sun series on 
Battalion 316, to determine whether CIA 
officials acted improperly in Honduras 
during the 1980s. 

The Clinton administration 
promised that CIA, State Department 
and Defense Department documents 
relevant to the time of Battalion 316's 
abuses would be turned over to 
Honduran government human rights 
investigators. To date, no CIA 
documents have been sent to the 
Hondurans. 

The Honduran judge 
overseeing his country's human rights 
investigation welcomed the release of 
the CIA training manuals. 

"These manuals confirm a truth 
we in Honduras have known for a long 
time: that the United States was 
involved in encouraging the abuses of 
the Honduran military," said Judge Roy 
Medina. "They were trying to stop 
communism. But the methods they used 
are not acceptable in civilized societies." 

A declassified 1989 report 
prepared for the Senate intelligence 
committee, obtained earlier by The Sun, 
says the 1983 manual was developed 
from notes of a CIA interrogation course 
in Honduras. 

The most graphic part of the 
1983 manual is a chapter dealing with 
"coercive techniques." 

The manual discourages 
physical torture, advising interrogators 
to use more subtle methods to threaten 
and frighten the suspect. 

"While we do not stress the use 
of coercive techniques, we do want to 
make you aware of them and the proper 
way to use them," the manual's 
introduction states. The manual says 
such methods are justified when 
subjects have been trained to resist 
noncoercive measures. 

Forms of coercion explained in 
the interrogation manual include: 
Inflicting pain or the threat of pain: "The 
threat to inflict pain may trigger fears 
more damaging than the immediate 
sensation of pain. In fact, most people 
underestimate their capacity to 
withstand pain." 

Inducing dread: The manual 
says a breakdown in the prisoner's will 
can be induced by strong fear, but 
cautions that if this dread is unduly 
prolonged, "the subject may sink into a 


defensive apathy from which it is hard to 
arouse him." 

It adds: "It is advisable to have 
a psychologist available whenever 
regression is induced." 

Getting a confession: Once a 
confession is obtained, "the pressures 
are lifted enough so that the subject can 
provide information as accurately as 
possible." The subject should be told 
that "friendly handling will continue as 
long as he cooperates." 

Solitary confinement and other 
types of sensory deprivation: Depriving 
a subject of sensory stimulation induces 
stress and anxiety, the manual says. 
"The more complete the deprivation, the 
more rapidly and deeply the subject is 
affected." 

It cites the results of 
experiments conducted on volunteers 
who allowed themselves to be 
suspended in water while wearing 
blackout masks. They were allowed to 
hear only their own breathing and faint 
sounds from the pipes. "The stress and 
anxiety become almost unbearable for 
most subjects," the manual says. 

Hypnosis and drugs: The 1983 
manual suggests creating "hypnotic 
situations," using concealed machinery, 
and offers ways of convincing a subject 
that he has been drugged. Giving him a 
placebo "may make him want to believe 
that he has been drugged and that no 
one could blame him for telling his story 
now," the manual says. 

Arrest: The most effective way 
to make an arrest is to use the element 
of surprise, achieving "the maximum 
amount of mental discomfort." 

"The ideal time at which to 
make an arrest is in the early hours of 
the morning. When arrested at this time, 
most subjects experience intense 
feelings of shock, insecurity and 
psychological stress and for the most 
part have difficulty adjusting to the 
situation." 

Cells: Prisoners' cells should 
have doors of heavy steel. "The 
slamming of a heavy door impresses 
upon the subject that he is cut off from 
the rest of the world." 

The manual says "the idea is to 
prevent the subject from relaxing and 
recovering from shock." 

The 1983 manual suggests 
that prisoners be blindfolded, stripped 
and given a thorough medical 
examination, "including all body 
cavities." 

Between 1984 and 1985, after 
congressional committees began 
questioning training techniques being 
used by the CIA in Latin America, 
"Human Resource Exploitation Training 




Manual — 1983" underwent substantial 
revision. 

Passages were crossed out 
and written over by hand to warn that 
the methods they described were 
forbidden. However, in the copy 
obtained by The Sun, the original 
wording remained clearly visible 
beneath the handwritten changes. 

To an instruction that "heat, air 
and light" in an interrogation cell should 
be externally controlled is added "but 
not to the point of torture." 

A second document obtained 
by The Sun, the 1963 KUBARK manual, 
shows that, at least during the 1960s, 
agents were free to use coercion during 
interrogation, provided they obtained 
approval in advance. 

It offers a list of interrogation 
techniques, including threats, fear, 
"debility, pain, heightened suggestibility 
and hypnosis, narcosis [use of drugs] 
and induced regression." 

Like the 1983 manual, the 
KUBARK manual describes the 
effectiveness of arresting suspects early 
in the morning, keeping prisoners 
blindfolded and taking away their 
clothes. 

"Usually his own clothes are 
taken away," the manual explains, 
"because familiar clothing reinforces 
identity and thus the capacity for 
resistance." 

The KUBARK manual also 
cautions against making empty threats, 
and advises interrogators against 
directly inflicting pain. 

It contains one direct and one 
oblique reference to electrical shocks. 

The introduction warns that 
approval from headquarters is required 
if the interrogation is to include bodily 
harm or "if medical, chemical or 
electrical methods or materials are to be 
used to induce acquiescence." 

A passage on preparing for an 
interrogation contains this advice: "If a 
new safehouse is to be used as the 
interrogation site, it should be studied 
carefully to be sure that the total 
environment can be manipulated as 
desired. For example, the electric 
current should be known in advance, so 
that transformers or other modifying 
devices will be on hand if needed." 

An intelligence source told The 
Sun\ "The CIA has acknowledged 
privately and informally in the past that 
this referred to the application of electric 
shocks to interrogation suspects." 

While it remains unclear 
whether the KUBARK manual was used 
in Central America, the 1963 manual 
and the 1983 manual are similar in 
organization and descriptions of certain 
interrogation techniques and purposes. 


The KUBARK manual is 
mentioned in a 1989 memorandum 
prepared by the staff of the Senate 
intelligence committee on the CIA's role 
in Honduras, and some members of the 
intelligence community during that 
period believe it was used in training the 
Hondurans. One said that some of the 
lessons from the manual were recorded 
almost verbatim in notes by CIA agents 
who sat in on the classes. 

-- Originally published January 
27, 1997 by The Baltimore Sun 

“The Crucible of the New 
World Order” 

"My vision of a New World 
Order foresees a U.N. with a revitalized 
peacekeeping function. It is the sacred 
principles enshrined in the U.N. Charter 
to which we henceforth pledge our 
allegiance." - President George H.W. 
Bush, former CIA director, Knights of 
Malta, Skull & Bones, Trilateral 
Commission, addressing the General 
Assembly of the U.N., February 1,1992 

"The Bush Administration, 
would like to make the U.N. a 
cornerstone of its plans to construct a 
New World Order" - Time, September 
17, 1990 

"The Persian Gulf crisis is a 
rare opportunity to forge new bonds 
with old enemies [the Soviet 
Union]...Out of these troubled times a 
New World Order can emerge under a 
United Nations that performs as 
envisioned by its founders." - President 
George H. W. Bush in a speech to 
Congress on September 11, 1990, 
exactly 11 years before Operation 9/11 

"What is at stake is more than 
one small country [Iraq], it is a big idea 
- a New World Order." - George H.W. 
Bush, January 29, 1991, State of the 
Union address 

"I hope history will record that 
the Gulf crisis was the crucible of the 
New World Order." - National Security 
Strategy issued by the White House 
and personally signed by Pres. George 
Bush, Sr. 

Torture has been exposed in 
Guantanamo Bay for over 2 years now. 
Torture and other abuses of prisoners in 
Iraq by coalition forces have been 
known for over a year. Yet, all have 
been downplayed by the mainstream 
media. 

Until now. Why? Think about it. 

This latest round of abuse was 
staged and meticulously documented, 
and now heavily hyped in the media as 
part of the overall plan to make America 
into the Bad-Cop Evil Empire which will 
have to be brought to heel by the global 
system Good-Cops. 


Hegelian Bonesman heirarch, 
George Bush Sr., stated that Iraq was 
the "Crucible of the New World Order", 
the vessel wherein the alchemical 
process of creating a world government 
tyranny under the thoroughly corrupt UN 
would occur. The process is called 
"Managed Chaos" or Order Out of 
Chaos, i.e., the Masonic Ordo Ab Chao. 
A set up. A totally staged event. 

They create the Hegelian crisis 
to divide and conquer populations and 
then offer their pre-conceived 
"solutions". Even the war crimes going 
down as we watch them unfold are 
engineered, designed, condoned and 
even ordered by the intelligence 
agencies... to damage the reputation of 
this great country of ours, to foment the 
Arab world for WWIII and drag to us 
through the mud internationally in order 
to bring us down and make us the bad 
guys, the Evil Empire-SO THAT-so 
that the "International Community", i.e. 
the UN World Government can step in 
as the savior and be the good guys to 
"save the day" and thenceforth America 
will become just another province of the 
global neo-feudal system just as Nazi 
Germany became absorbed in the new 
European Community, and now the 
vastly expanding EU Soviet. 
So THIS is the true agenda. This is why 
American might and resources are 
being used to spearhead the globalist 
agenda worldwide, only to end up by 
being swallowed up in it, spread thin, 
corrupted, destroyed and assimilated 
itself. 

Unless...we wake up to these 
Hegelian machinations- which I do not 
see happening anytime soon. 
Too many people are too brainwashed 
by either the Right or the Left sides of 
the false paradigm, or too stupid to see, 
or too morally bankrupt to care. I do 
hope this horrible state of affairs will 
change for the better. I myself will keep 
hoping and keep fighting for the truth till 
the very end. - Aftermath News 

Service Special Report - May 2, 2004 

* * * 

"Today Americans would be 
outraged if U.N. troops entered Los 
Angeles to restore order; tomorrow they 
will be grateful. This is especially true if 
they were told there was an outside 
threat from beyond, whether real or 
promulgated, that threatened our very 
existence. It is then that all peoples of 
the world will plead with world leaders to 
deliver them from this evil. The one 
thing every man fears is the unknown. 
When presented with this scenario, 
individual rights will be willingly 
relinquished for the guarantee of their 
well being granted to them by their world 
government." -Henry Kissinger, former 




Secretary of State, currently selling 
access to China princelings. 

"The Smell of Fascism" 

By Charley Reese 

If you step back a moment and 
think about it, you will realize that you 
are constantly being propagandized to 
approve of war - not just the wars in 
Afghanistan and Iraq, but war 
generically. 

We should resist. War is killing, 
maiming and disfiguring human beings. 
It is so disgusting and horrible in reality 
that even the most "realistic" Hollywood 
movie sanitizes it. The news media 
sanitize it. The government sanitizes 
war because it doesn't want you to see 
the coffins. Most of all, it doesn't want 
you to see the bodies before they are 
put in the coffins. The Bush 
administration's real beef with the Arab 
television station Al-Jazeera is really 
nothing more than the fact that Al- 
Jazeera shows the bodies. 

No, the Bush administration 
doesn't want you to see the bodies - not 
the bodies of our men and women, and 
not the bodies of Iraqi men, women and 
children. The administration wants you 
to see the war as an electronic game 
with bright lights in the distance and 
good sound effects, or close-ups of our 
brave warriors firing their guns at an 
invisible enemy. It doesn't want you to 
see the torn flesh, blood, intestines, 
feces, urine. If you did, you might not 
support the war, and billions of dollars 
depend on your support. 

The government line is that if 
you don't approve of the war, you are 
disloyal. If you don't agree to give the 
Pentagon whatever it says it wants, you 
are disloyal. If you don't agree to 
surrender your civil liberties to the 
Patriot Act, you are disloyal. If you 
disagree with the Bush administration, 
you are disloyal. If you disagree with the 
chicken-hawk demagogues on radio and 
television, blathering about the war from 
the safety of their studios, you are 
disloyal. 

This entire glorification of war - 
as if the whole and only purpose of the 
government and the country were to 
fight wars - smells of fascism. The news 
media glorify the war and militarism; we 
get the same dose on television, in the 


movies and in video games. If the 
American people aren't careful, they will 
wake up one day to find out they've 
become a nation of mindless heel- 
clickers. 

America should not be about 
war. War is justified only in self-defense. 
We've been involved in many wars, but 
the last war fought in self-defense was 
World War II. That was also the last war 
that was constitutional, with a formal 
declaration of war by Congress. Not one 
single poor soul of the more than 
100,000 Americans who have died in 
the Cold War and the hot wars since 
1945 has died in defense of America. 

An old Marine general had it 
right when he said, "War is a racket." Let 
us all learn to hate it as it deserves to be 
hated. 

— LewRockwell.com, May 1,2004 

Kerry's Votes Show Anti-gun 
Bias 

By Harold Gillard 

John Kerry is not as pro-gun as 
he would lead you to believe. 

His 20-year Senate record 
shows that he has been a faithful vote 
for the ban-the-guns movement. On 
issues directly affecting Second 
Amendment rights he voted 51 times 
against private gun owners. 

Kerry eagerly worked to 
sabotage the bill to stop the frivolous 
lawsuits against firearms manufacturers. 
He voted to extend Clinton's ridiculous 
semi-auto gun ban for another 10 years. 
He voted to criminalize legal private 
sales at gun shows. 

Kerry says he believes in the 
Second Amendment, but never 
mentions "individual" rights. It appears 
his take on the Second Amendment is 
that Americans can bear arms in the 
military, but not in their homes. 

Beware of flip-flops. 

— Arizona Republic, May 1,2004 

Ed.: Pres. Bush and Kerry 

both favor an extension of the assault 
rifle ban. 


Letters to the Editor 

To the Editor, 

In US v. Miller (307 U.S. 174, 
178; 1939) the Supreme Court refers to 
"The Militia which the States were 
expected to organize and train ..." 

We see that the court 
recognizes that the militia was in 
existence in 1939, and that it concedes 
that the militia had existed ever since 
the People ratified the Constitution a 
century and a half earlier. (The court 
would have had a difficult time deciding 
otherwise, as militia fought throughout 
the Revolutionary War.) 

As no State or even Congress 
has the power to create a "militia", who 
then created the militia the Court 
affirmed to exist at the creation of the 
Constitution? No one, because the 
militia is the People themselves, 

independent of any legislative or other 
governmental sanction. 

Article I, Sec. 8, US 

Constitution merely grants Congress the 
power "To provide for calling forth the 

militia.To provide for organizing, 

arming and disciplining the militia, and 
for governing such part of them as may 
be employed in the service of the United 
States, reserving to the States, 
respectively, the appointment of the 
officers, and the authority of training the 

militia according to the discipline 

provided by the Congress;" 

To ORGANIZE is to arrange or 
put in working order, not to create or to 
bring into existence. 

Therefore any doubt as to the 
Second Amendment right to keep and 
bear arms being a "self-executing" right, 
independent of State or national 
government sanction has forever been 
removed. 

The US Supreme Court and 
the US Constitution affirm and 
command, that the militia exists without 
dependency upon any governmental 
entity whatsoever. 

The only "thing" that created 
the United States of America, were the 
People themselves. 

The only "thing" that can create 
a militia then, is the People....too! 

Thank you for your kind 
attention to this matter. 
WW, Massachusetts 
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